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DUI SUMMARY STATISTICS: 2004 - 2014
YEAR
DUI measures 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2012 2013 2014
DUI arrest rate (per 100,000
licensed drivers) 792 786 849 863 906 880 823 752 712 651 619
Total DUI arrests? 180957 180288 197248 203866 214811 208531 195879 180212° 172893 160388 154743
Felony DUI arrests? 5646 5962 6191 6264 5966 5577 4902 4655 5047 4789 4835
Misdemeanor DUI arrests? 175311 174326 191057 197602 208845 202954 190977 175557 167846 155599 149908
Total DUI convictions® 139331 140879 156595 160591 169035 161074 148042 142121 133525 121304 N/A
DUI conviction rates® 77.0% 78.1% 79.4% 78.8% 78.7% 77.2%  73.1%%  73.3%%  73.7%%  72.5%¢ N/A
Aloonol- or diug-involved reckless | 14go1 14452 15563 16085 17887 19802 19552 19204 17568 16494  NIA
riving convictions

PETEES GEIETE] 61felEso) of 82%  80%  7.9%  7.9%  83%  95%  81% 7.9%'  81%  8.1%¢ N/A

drug reckless driving
Alcohol-involved crash fatalities® 1462 1574 1597 1489 1355 1263 1072 1089 1169 1197 1155

% of crash fatalities 35.7 36.6 38.1 375 39.8 41.1 39.1 385 39.0 38.6 36.9
Alcohol-involved crash injuries® 31538 30810 31099 30783 28463 26058 24343 23621 23868 23178 23993

% of crash injuries 10.4 10.5 11.2 11.5 11.8 11.2 10.6 10.6 10.5 10.4 10.4
Drug-involved crash fatalities’ 799 880 859 749 726 713 696 709 818 892 864

% of crash fatalities 19.5 20.4 20.5 18.9 21.3 23.2 25.4 25.0 27.3 28.7 27.6
Drug-involved crash injuriesf 2646 2722 2421 2464 2227 2309 2384 2289 2622 2489 2867

% of crash injuries 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.1 1.2

Note: N/A indicates that this information is not available yet for 2014.
aThese totals do not include duplicate cases as originally reported in the Department of Justice, Criminal Justice Statistics Center data.

Due to the underreporting of DUI arrest data by CHP for the month of April 2011, the total for 2011 is undercounted by approximately 6,500 DUI arrests.

¢In the past, these data were updated for prior years in each successive DUI-MIS report. Starting with the 2013 DUI-MIS report, these figures show the total counts of convictions
and conviction rates, by year of violation, as typically reported in Section 2 of this report. They are no longer updated each year so are not comparable to data presented in the past.
9The 2010 and later DUI conviction rates and percent convicted of alcohol-reckless driving are derived using different data extraction procedures than those used in the past and
are not comparable to figures for prior years. These rates are computed only on “matchable DUI cases”, and not by using total DUI arrests divided by total DUI convictions

presented in this table. See Section 2 for more details.

®These figures include cases in which drugs were also involved. They were provided by CHP on July 18, 2016.
fThese figures include cases in which alcohol was also involved. They were provided by CHP on July 18, 2016.

140d3d SIIN-1NA 9T0C



DUI SUMMARY STATISTICS: 2004 — 2014 (CONTINUED)

YEAR

DUI license actions 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 2013 2014

Total mandatory suspension/ 239580 247568 339796 362859 392319 382111 351802 337700 313870 286981 264833

revocation (S/R) actions

PRECONVICTION

Admin Per Se (APS) Actions 171828 168569 185481 192213 204332 198851 183743 177231 163522 150337 139405
.01 Zero tolerance suspensions 19967 19374 22044 22112 22180 20861 18684 17463 14835 11750 10213
.08 First-offender suspensions 116022 107466 118468 123594 132266 127933 117884 114858 106562 99475 93014
.08 Repeat-offender suspensions | 32903 38097 41420 42979 46388 46747 44101 42127 39563 35646 32823
.08 Repeat-offender revocations 2936 3632 3549 3528 3498 3310 3074 2783 2562 3466 3355

Commercial driver actions 4290" 3911" 3834h 3862" 4355" 3964" 3614" 3108" 2983" 2782" 2498
Chemical test refusal actions 9353 9599 9315 9581 9390 8737 8275 7520 7069 9214 9089

.01 Test refusal suspensions 326 364 419 426 433 372 354 279 280 300 286
.08 Test refusal suspensions 6091 5603 5347 5627 5459 5055 4847 4458 4227 5448 5448
.08 Test refusal revocations 2936 3632 3549 3528 3498 3310 3074 2783 2562 3466 3355

POSTCONVICTIONS®

Juvenile DUI suspensions 838 737 941 1061 917 482 538 351 312 311 253

First-offender suspensions 31012 39078 110525 124436 136480 132709 120254 113749 107035 93897 81845
Misdemeanor 28799 36808 108227 122102 133987 130462 118168 111760 105013 91809 79955
Felony 2213 2270 2298 2334 2493 2247 2086 1989 2022 2088 1890

Second-offender S/R actions 28400 30294 32680 34296 38266 37836 35565 34519 32156 32408 32935
Misdemeanor 27847 29699 32046 33649 37568 37155 34928 33878 31533 31771 32275
Felony 553 595 634 647 658 681 637 641 623 637 660

Third-offender revocations 5581 6720 7649 8063 9164 9187 8905 8918 8083 7665 8239
Misdemeanor 5429 6537 7424 7830 8933 8945 8707 8662 7852 7446 8019
Felony 152 183 225 233 231 242 198 256 231 219 220

Fourth-or-more-offender
revocations 1921 2170 2520 2790 3200 3046 2797 2932 2762 2363 2156

Total postconviction

S/R actions 67752 78999 154315 170646 187987 183260 168059 160469 150348 136644 125428

9These totals might include multiple license action activities associated with the same event. Total counts for 2006 and later increased as a result of a law change, effective 09/20/2005.
This law assigned to DMV the sole responsibility for imposing license actions for all DUIs and removed this responsibility from the courts.
PPrevious counts have been adjusted to include commercial first offenders who downgraded to a noncommercial license in order to be eligible for a restricted license.

140d3d SIN-INA 9T0C
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HIGHLIGHTS OF YEAR 2016 CALIFORNIA DUI-MIS REPORT

Background

The California DUI Management Information System was developed in California in 1989 as a
result of the legislative mandate that required the development of a monitoring system to evaluate
the efficacy of intervention programs for persons convicted of DUI in California.

The California Legislature recently enacted substantial changes to the laws governing driving
under the influence (DUI) of alcohol and/or drugs. Senate Bill 1046 (Hill), which was signed by
Governor Brown in September of 2016, will (among other provisions) require that all repeat DUI
(alcohol) offenders, and first offenders whose offense involved an injury, install an ignition
interlock device (1ID) for a specified period of time as a condition of the reinstatement of their
driving privilege. The provisions of this law will commence on January 1, 2019. It is therefore
expected that the full effects of this law on traffic safety measures (such as recidivism) will become
known subsequent to that date.

The annual report of the California DUl Management Information System provides current and
comprehensive statistics on the processing of DUI offenders from the point of arrest through
adjudication to treatment and license control actions. The report presents cross-tabulated
information on DUI arrests, convictions, court sanctions, administrative license actions, and on
drivers in crashes involving alcohol and drugs. In compliance with provisions of the law, the
efficacy of specific sanctions and their results are also included in the report. Specifically, two
separate analyses were conducted to evaluate: 1) if referrals to DUI programs were associated with
reductions in 1-year subsequent DUI incidents and crashes among drivers convicted of the reduced
charge of alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving, and 2) if referrals to the 9-month DUI program
were associated with reductions in 1-year subsequent violations and crashes when compared to
referrals to the 3-month DUI program among first DUI offenders. The report is divided into six
sections with each section covering specific topics of the report. The following are highlights from
each section of the 2016 report reflecting on the current state of DUI in California.

DUI Summary Statistics

¢ Alcohol-involved crash fatalities decreased by 3.5% in 2014, following an increase of 2.4% in
2013.

¢ Drug-involved crash fatalities decreased by 3.1% in 2014, after an increase of 9.0% in 2013.
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+ Of the total number of crash fatalities in 2014, 36.9% were alcohol-involved, which is lower

¢

than the 38.6% in 2013. The percentage of drug-involved fatalities decreased from the prior
year’s 28.7% to 27.6% in 2014.

In 2014, 10.4% of crash injuries were alcohol-involved; the same as that reported for 2013.

¢ The DUI arrest rate per 100,000 licensed drivers declined by 4.9% in 2014, following a larger

decline of 8.6% in 2013.

Section 1: DUI Arrests

¢ DuUI arrests decreased by 3.5% in 2014, following decreases of 7.2% in 2013 and 4.1% in 2012

(see DUI Summary Statistics and Table 1).

The median (midpoint) age of a DUI arrestee in 2014 was 30 years and almost three-quarters
(72.5%) of arrestees were age 40 or younger. Less than one percent (.03%) of all DUI arrests
were of juveniles (under age 18) and 3.5% were of drivers over age 60. This is shown in Table
3a.

Males comprised 76.9% of all 2014 DUI arrests, nearly the same as the 76.6% in 2013 (see
Table 3a). The proportion of females among DUI arrests also remained steady (23.1% in 2014
compared to 23.4% in 2013), but has risen 118% from 10.6% in 1989.

Based on data from the Department of Justice (DOJ), among 2014 DUI arrestees, Hispanics
(45.9%) were the largest racial/ethnic group, as they have been each year for over a decade.
Hispanics continued to be arrested at a rate substantially higher than their estimated percentage
of California’s adult population (35.6% in 2014). This is shown in Figure 3.

Section 2: Convictions

¢

¢

72.5% of 2013 DUI arrests resulted in convictions for DUI offenses (see Table 6).

Among convicted DUI offenders arrested in 2013, 73.1% were first offenders and 26.9% were
repeat offenders (one or more prior convictions within the previous 10 years). The proportion
of repeat offenders has decreased considerably since 1989, when it stood at 37%, even though
prior DUI convictions are currently retained on record and thus counted longer than in the past
(10 years compared to 7 years in 1989). This is shown in Table 8.
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¢ The median blood alcohol concentration (BAC) of a convicted DUI offender, as reported by
law enforcement on Administrative Per Se (APS) forms, was 0.16% in 2013, which is double
the California illegal per se BAC limit of 0.08% (see Table 7a).

¢ In 2013, 16.4% of DUI arrest cases did not show any corresponding conviction on DMV
records (see Table 6).

Section 3: Postconviction Sanctions

¢ The most frequent court sanction for all convicted DUI offenders was probation (96.2%), while
the least frequently imposed court sanction was ignition interlock (6.1%). DUI offenders were
sentenced to jail in 73.6% of the cases (see Table 9).

¢ Among first DUI offenders arrested in 2013, 65.6% were sentenced to jail, compared to 95.2%
of all repeat offenders (see Table 9).

¢ Among first DUI offenders, 91.9% were ordered by courts to complete DUI programs, as were
89.0% of second offenders, 78.9% of third offenders, and 47.0% of fourth-or-more DUI
offenders (see Table 9).

Section 4: Postconviction Sanction Effectiveness

¢ The 1-year recidivism or reoffense rate for first and second DUI offenders decreased each year
since 1990 with 2013 arrestees reaching the lowest level seen in the past 24 years. The 1-year
DUI reoffense rate for first DUI offenders arrested in 2013 was 3.6% compared to 7.6% in
1990. The 1-year reoffense rate for second DUI offenders was 4.6% compared to 9.7% in
1990. Each of these represents 52.6% fewer reoffenses compared to that of 1990 arrestees (see
Figure 6 and Table 11a).

¢ Long-term reoffense rates, those occurring over years following an initial DUI conviction, are
higher among those with more DUI priors (within 10 years), among males, and among
younger-aged drivers (see Figures 8b, 8c, and 8d).

¢ Of the DUI offenders arrested in 2013 who, by court order, enrolled in a DUI program, 87.9%
of first offenders and 38.8% of second offenders completed their program assignment (see
Table 13).
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Section 5: License Suspension/Revocation Actions

¢ The total number of both DMV APS and DUI postconviction suspension or revocation actions
decreased by 7.7% in 2014, continuing the 5 consecutive years of decline (see Table 15).

¢ In 2014, 139,405 APS license actions were taken. Of these actions, 74.0% were first-offender
actions (including “zero tolerance” actions taken for drivers under age 21) and 26.0% were
repeat-offender actions (see Table 15).

Section 6: Drivers in Crashes Involving Alcohol and Drugs

¢ While the number of alcohol-involved fatalities declined by 14% over the past 19 years, the
number of drug-involved fatalities increased by 225% over the same time period. Some of the
increase in the number of fatalities reported as drug-involved over this time period may be, in
part, associated with an increase in training and ability of California law enforcement to detect
and report drug involvement in fatal crashes in recent years (see Figure 11).

¢ Of all 2013 DUI arrests, 14.4% were associated with a reported traffic crash, compared to
13.8% in 2012. Of 2013 DUI arrests, 5.6% were associated with crashes involving injuries or
fatalities, slightly higher than the 5.4% in 2012 (see Table 17).

¢ In 2013, over three-fourths (78.0%) of drivers in alcohol- and drug-involved fatal crashes had
no prior DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving conviction (see Table 24a). In
contrast, almost two-thirds (62.4%) of drivers in alcohol- and drug-involved injury crashes had
at least one prior DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving conviction (see Table 24a).

Vi
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INTRODUCTION

This report is the twenty-fifth Annual Report of the California DUI Management Information
System, produced in response to Assembly Bill 757 (Friedman), Chapter 450, 1989 legislative
session, adding Section 1821 to the California Vehicle Code (see Appendix A). This bill requires
the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) to “establish and maintain a data and monitoring system
to evaluate the efficacy of intervention programs for persons convicted” of DUI in order to provide
“accurate and up-to-date comprehensive statistics” to enhance “the ability of the Legislature to
make informed and timely policy decisions.” The need for such a data system had long been
documented by numerous authorities, including the 1983 Presidential Commission on Drunk
Driving. In responding to this legislative mandate, this report combines and cross-references DUI
data from diverse sources and presents them in a single reference. Data sources drawn upon
include the California Highway Patrol (CHP) for crash data, Department of Justice (DOJ) for arrest
data, and the DMV driver record database. Each of these reporting agencies, however, initially
draw their data from diffuse primary sources such as individual law enforcement agencies (arrest
and crash reports) and the courts (abstracts of conviction).

The general conceptual design of the California DUI management information system (DUI-MIS)
was developed by Helander (1989) and is presented in Figure 1. The basic theme of the DUI-MIS
is to track the processing of offenders through the DUI system from the point of arrest and to
identify the frequency with which offenders flow through each branch of the system process (from
law enforcement through adjudication to treatment and license control actions). Figure 1 also
illustrates the relationship between offender flow and data collection at each point of the process.
The initiating data source for the DUI-MIS is the DUI arrest report, as compiled by the DOJ,
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, Monthly Arrest and Citation Register (MACR) system.

Another major objective of this report is to evaluate the effectiveness of court and administrative
sanctions on convicted DUI offenders. In the earlier years of this report, these evaluations were
accomplished by examining the postconviction recidivism records (alcohol/drug-related crashes
and traffic convictions) of offenders assigned to alternative sanctions within offender group. In
recent years as the sanctions became increasingly homogenous within each offender group, the
evaluations (as mandated by law) became focused on available sanctions within selected groups.
These evaluations are detailed in Section 4 on “Postconviction Sanction Effectiveness.”
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It should again be noted that it is not an objective of this report to make recommendations based
on the data presented. Rather, the primary purpose of a reporting system such as the DUI-MIS is
to provide objective data on the operating and performance characteristics of the system. The
publication of these data may assist others in making policy decisions, formulating improvements,
and conducting more in-depth evaluations.

The California Legislature recently enacted substantial changes to the laws governing driving
under the influence (DUI) of alcohol and/or drugs. Senate Bill 1046 (Hill), which was signed by
Governor Brown in September of 2016, will (among other provisions) require that all repeat DUI
(alcohol) offenders, and first offenders whose offense involved an injury, install an ignition
interlock device (1ID) for a specified period of time as a condition of the reinstatement of their
driving privilege. The provisions of this law will commence on January 1, 2019. It is therefore
expected that the full effects of this law on traffic safety measures (such as recidivism) will become
known subsequent to that date.

The DUI-MIS data system and report has led to numerous improvements in the California DUI
system, from the identification of inappropriate dismissals in a small Central Valley court, to major
initiatives to improve the tracking and reporting of DUI cases. The success of the California DUI-
MIS has also contributed to a national initiative to design a model DUI reporting system, developed
under contract to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA).
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DATA SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS
DUI Arrest Data:

Arrest data are reported to the Department of Justice (DOJ), Criminal Justice Statistics Center, by
individual law enforcement agencies throughout the state. As such, these data are subject to
reporting errors such as incorrect names, birthdates, or arrest dates. Nonreporting of arrest data
due to error or omission can also occur; for example, in 1995 the Oakland Police Department
reported no DUI arrests, after reporting 960 such arrests in 1994.> In addition, when data are
entered into DOJ's Monthly Arrest and Citation Register (MACR) system, only the highest-order
offense is included. Therefore, in cases where a DUI arrest is made in conjunction with, for
example, an auto theft arrest, that DUI arrest will not be included in the database. This results in
a slight but systematic underreporting of the number of DUI arrests annually.

DUI Conviction Data:

Abstracts of conviction for DUI and other traffic-related offenses are reported to the DMV by
courts throughout the state. As abstracts are received (either hard copy or through direct electronic
access from the courts), they are entered onto the DMV driver record database. Abstracts without
an identifying driver license number are run through the Automated Name Index (ANI) system in
order to match the abstract with an existing driver record; in cases where no such match can be
made, an “X”-numbered record is created to store the abstract information. Conviction data are
subject to change since abstracts of conviction can be amended, corrected, or dismissed after the
initial abstract of conviction is reported to DMV. Also, reporting and non- reporting errors can
occur as with DUI arrest data.

Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Crash Data:

Crash data are reported to the California Highway Patrol (CHP) by local law enforcement agencies
and district offices of the CHP. As such, these data are subject to reporting and nonreporting errors
similar to those occurring in both DUI arrest and conviction data. While most local law
enforcement agencies will investigate and file reports on crashes involving injury or death, the

investigation and reporting of property-damage-only crashes varies widely by local jurisdiction.
Data are entered onto CHP's Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) and
published in their annual report.

! Similarly, there was an undercount of approximately 6,500 DUI arrests for April 2011 by CHP.
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SECTION 1: DUI ARRESTS

The information presented below on DUI arrests is based primarily on data collected annually by
the Department of Justice (DOJ), Criminal Justice Statistics Center, Monthly Arrest and Citation
Register (MACR) system. These data are the most current nonaggregated data available on DUI
arrests. This section includes the following tables and figures:

Table 1: DUI Arrests by County, 2012-2014 and Annual Percentage Change, 2013-2014. The
number of DUI arrests by county for the years 2012-2014 and the percentage change from 2013-
2014 are shown in Table 1.

Table 2: 2014 DUI Arrests by County and Type of Arrest. This table shows a breakdown of 2014
DUI arrests by felony, juvenile, and misdemeanor arrest type, by county. The table also shows
county and statewide DUI arrest rates per 100 licensed drivers.

Tables 3aand 3b: 2014 DUI Arrests by Age, Gender, and Race/Ethnicity. Table 3a cross tabulates
age by gender and age by race/ethnicity of 2014 DUI arrestees statewide. The same tabulations by
county are found in Appendix Table B1. Also, Table 3a shows the median age for 2014 arrestees.
Table 3b shows the same data cross-tabulated by gender and age within race/ethnicity.

Table 3c: DUI Arrests Under Age 21, 2004-2014. Table 3c shows a breakdown of DUI arrests
under 21, by age, from 2004 to 2014. It also shows the proportion of total DUI arrests under 21
for the state over the same time period.

Figure 2: DUI Arrests, 2004-2014. Figure 2 displays the trend in DUI arrests from 2004 to 2014.

Figure 3: Percentage of 2014 DUI Arrests and 2014 Projected Population (Age 15 and Over, based
on the 2010 Census) by Race/Ethnicity. Figure 3 shows the percentages of 2014 DUI arrests and
2014 projected population by race/ethnicity.
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Note. Due to the non-reporting of DUI arrest data by CHP for the month of April 2011, an undercount is present in
the figures for 2011 (with approximately 6,500 fewer total DUI arrests).

Figure 2. DUI arrests, 2004-2014.

Based on the data shown in Figures 2 and 3 and previously listed tables, the following statements
can be made about DUI arrests in California:

Statewide Parameters
¢ DUI arrests decreased by 3.5% in 2014, after decreasing by 7.2% in 2013 (see Table 1). DUI
arrests have decreased each year since 2008.

¢ Table 2 shows that the DUI arrest rate per 100 licensed drivers was 0.6 in 2014, relatively
unchanged from 0.7 in both 2013 and 2012. The 2014 rate represents a 67% reduction from
the 1.8 rate in 1990.

¢ The percentage of DUI arrests in 2014 that were felony arrests (involving bodily injury or
death) was 3.1%, relatively unchanged from the 3.0% in 2013. Felony DUI arrests continue
to constitute a relatively small percentage of all DUI arrests (see Table 2).

County Variation

+ Of all 2014 California DUI arrests, 23.3% occurred in Los Angeles County. Three counties
(Los Angeles, San Diego, and Orange) had over 10,000 DUI arrests each, accounting for 38.7%
of all arrests (see Table 2).
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¢ The 2014 county DUI arrest rates ranged from 0.2 to 2.1 DUI arrests per 100 licensed drivers
(the statewide average rate was 0.6). Seven counties had rates of 0.5 or below: San Francisco
(0.2), Mariposa (0.4), Santa Clara (0.4), Contra Costa (0.5), San Diego (0.5), San Mateo (0.5),
and Solano (0.5). This is shown in Table 2.

¢ The majority of counties had fewer DUI arrests in 2014 than in 2013. Among larger counties,
the greatest percentage decrease occurred in San Diego (-9.6%), and there were no increases
in DUI arrests. Among smaller counties, the largest percentage decrease in DUI arrests
occurred in Mariposa (-45.8%), Del Norte (-26.2%), and Mono (-22.8%). Counties showing
the largest percentage increase in DUI arrests were Sierra (48.0%), Alpine (46.2%), Amador
(40.4%), and San Benito (35.6%). These are shown in Table 1.

Demographic Characteristics

¢ The median age of a DUI arrestee in 2014 was 30 years. Half (50.0%) of all arrestees were
age 30 or younger and almost three-quarters (72.5%) were age 40 or younger. Less than one
percent (0.3%) of all DUI arrestees were juveniles (under age 18). 3.5% of all arrestees were
over age 60 (see Table 3a).

¢ Among all DUI arrestees in a year, the percentage of DUI arrests under age 18 has declined
from 0.8 in 2004 to 0.3 in 2014, a 62.5% relative decrease. The percentage of DUI arrests
under age 21 decreased from 8.9 in 2004 to 6.1 in 2014, a 31.5% relative decline. This is
shown in Table 3c.

¢ Males comprised 76.9% of all 2014 DUI arrests, slightly higher than 76.6% in 2013 (see Table
3a). The proportion of females among DUI arrests has risen from 10.6% in 1989 to 23.1% in
2014.

¢ In 2014, Hispanics (45.9%) again represented the largest ethnic group among DUI arrestees,
as they have each year for over a decade. Hispanics continued to be arrested at a rate
substantially higher than their estimated 2014 population parity of 35.6% (Department of
Finance, Demographic Research and Census Data Center). Blacks were also overrepresented
among DUI arrestees (8.9% of arrests, 5.9% of the population), while other racial/ethnic groups
were underrepresented among DUI arrestees, relative to their estimated 2014 population parity.
These underrepresented groups were Whites (36.6% of arrests, 41.8% of the population) and
“Other” (8.9% of arrests, 16.7% of the population). This is shown in Table 3a and Figure 3.



SECTION 1. DUI ARRESTS

¢ Among male 2014 DUI arrestees, 49.7% were Hispanic, 32.7% were White, 8.8% were Black,
and 8.8% were “Other.” Among female DUI arrestees, 48.3% were White, 33.2% were
Hispanic, 9.3% were Black, and 9.2% were “Other.” The overrepresentation of Hispanics
among DUI offenders appears to be limited to males (see Table 3b).

¢ In some counties where the population of Hispanics is high, their DUI arrest rate is also high.
For example, in the following seven counties, Hispanics comprised 60% or more of those
arrested for DUI during 2014: Imperial (76.2%), Tulare (72.6%), San Benito (70.6%), Madera
(67.0%), Merced (65.8%), Monterey (63.9%), and Fresno (63.2%). However, in most other
counties, the majority of arrestees were White (see Appendix Table B1).

¢ The median age of a DUI arrestee varied by race: Blacks and Whites were the oldest with a
median age of 33.0 years, while “Other” and Hispanics had a median age of 29.0 years (see
Table 3a).

50+

40
@® DUI Arrests

@ 2014 Projected Population

304

Percentage

20+

10+

White Hispanic Black Other

Figure 3. Percentage of 2014 DUI arrests and 2014 projected population (age 15 and over,
based on the 2010 census) by race/ethnicity.
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TABLE 1: DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY, 2012-2014 AND ANNUAL PERCENTAGE

CHANGE, 2013-2014

COUNTY 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 9% CHANGE 2013-2014
STATEWIDE 172893 160388 154743 -3.5
ALAMEDA 7124 6496 6405 -1.4
ALPINE 28 13 19 46.2
AMADOR 163 141 198 40.4
BUTTE 1300 1293 1213 -6.2
CALAVERAS 222 277 284 2.5
COLUSA 218 159 181 1338
CONTRA COSTA 4315 3824 3432 -10.3
DEL NORTE 173 168 124 -26.2
EL DORADO 1141 1115 987 -11.5
FRESNO 5725 5123 5113 -0.2
GLENN 238 216 234 8.3
HUMBOLDT 1107 1148 998 -13.1
IMPERIAL 965 887 790 -10.9
INYO 180 234 210 -10.3
KERN 4356 4282 4289 0.2
KINGS 1095 1133 987 -12.9
LAKE 313 354 375 5.9
LASSEN 216 169 188 112
LOS ANGELES 39741 37559 36125 -3.8
MADERA 1050 838 871 3.9
MARIN 1282 1333 1369 2.7
MARIPOSA 100 118 64 -45.8
MENDOCINO 728 627 506 -19.3
MERCED 1303 1330 1229 -76
MODOC 72 70 66 5.7
MONO 128 92 71 -22.8
MONTEREY 2187 2164 2227 2.9
NAPA 965 809 921 13.8
NEVADA 551 452 519 14.8
ORANGE 14629 13020 12620 -3.1
PLACER 1695 1632 1571 -3.7
PLUMAS 164 152 124 -18.4
RIVERSIDE 10142 9918 9601 -3.2
SACRAMENTO 5598 5628 6361 13.0
SAN BENITO 207 261 354 35.6
SAN BERNARDINO 11586 10168 9256 -9.0
SAN DIEGO 13425 12298 11120 9.6
SAN FRANCISCO 1728 1377 1075 -21.9
SAN JOAQUIN 3223 2795 2435 -12.9
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1995 1956 2038 4.2
SAN MATEO 3026 2905 2789 -4.0
SANTA BARBARA 2229 2261 2314 2.3
SANTA CLARA 5811 5550 5338 38
SANTA CRUZ 1556 1493 1424 -4.6
SHASTA 1098 920 776 -15.7
SIERRA 38 25 37 48.0
SISKIYOU 355 313 276 -11.8
SOLANO 1399 1339 1354 11
SONOMA 2745 2303 2699 172
STANISLAUS 2898 2609 2209 -15.3
SUTTER 502 417 519 245
TEHAMA 470 504 458 9.1
TRINITY 215 146 148 14
TULARE 3555 3164 2943 -7.0
TUOLUMNE 447 409 410 0.2
VENTURA 3829 3261 3215 -1.4
YOLO 818 675 765 133
YUBA 524 465 519 11.6

11
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TABLE 2: 2014 DUI ARRESTS" BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF ARREST

TYPE OF ARREST DUI ARRESTS PER
TOTAL FELONY JUVENILE MISDEMEANOR 100 LICENSED
COUNTY N [ % N | % N _ | % N [ % DRIVERS
STATEWIDE 154743 100.0 4835 3.1 529 0.3 149379 96.5 0.6
ALAMEDA 6405 4.1 109 1.7 15 0.2 6281 98.1 0.6
ALPINE 19 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.0 2.1
AMADOR 198 0.1 3 15 2 1.0 193 97.5 0.7
BUTTE 1213 0.8 33 2.7 6 0.5 1174 96.8 0.8
CALAVERAS 284 0.2 7 2.5 0 0.0 277 97.5 0.8
COLUSA 181 0.1 10 5.5 1 0.6 170 93.9 1.3
CONTRA COSTA 3432 2.2 81 2.4 20 0.6 3331 97.1 0.5
DEL NORTE 124 0.1 5 4.0 0 0.0 119 96.0 0.7
EL DORADO 987 0.6 55 5.6 4 0.4 928 94.0 0.7
FRESNO 5113 3.3 132 2.6 28 0.5 4953 96.9 1.0
GLENN 234 0.2 6 2.6 2 0.9 226 96.6 1.2
HUMBOLDT 998 0.6 25 2.5 2 0.2 971 97.3 1.0
IMPERIAL 790 0.5 25 3.2 3 0.4 762 96.5 0.7
INYO 210 0.1 10 4.8 2 1.0 198 94.3 1.5
KERN 4289 2.8 173 4.0 18 0.4 4098 95.5 0.9
KINGS 987 0.6 25 2.5 5 0.5 957 97.0 1.4
LAKE 375 0.2 15 4.0 6 1.6 354 94.4 0.8
LASSEN 188 0.1 6 3.2 1 0.5 181 96.3 1.0
LOS ANGELES 36125 23.3 1269 3.5 74 0.2 34782 96.3 0.6
MADERA 871 0.6 27 3.1 2 0.2 842 96.7 1.1
MARIN 1369 0.9 13 0.9 7 0.5 1349 98.5 0.7
MARIPOSA 64 0.0 1 1.6 0 0.0 63 98.4 0.4
MENDOCINO 506 0.3 17 3.4 4 0.8 485 95.8 0.8
MERCED 1229 0.8 41 3.3 6 0.5 1182 96.2 0.9
MODOC 66 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 66  100.0 1.0
MONO 71 0.0 1 1.4 1 1.4 69 97.2 0.8
MONTEREY 2227 1.4 85 3.8 12 0.5 2130 95.6 0.9
NAPA 921 0.6 31 3.4 3 0.3 887 96.3 1.0
NEVADA 519 0.3 15 2.9 4 0.8 500 96.3 0.6
ORANGE 12620 8.2 269 2.1 41 0.3 12310 97.5 0.6
PLACER 1571 1.0 43 2.7 3 0.2 1525 97.1 0.6
PLUMAS 124 0.1 6 4.8 1 0.8 117 94.4 0.8
RIVERSIDE 9601 6.2 204 2.1 20 0.2 9377 97.7 0.7
SACRAMENTO 6361 4.1 321 5.0 6 0.1 6034 94.9 0.7
SAN BENITO 354 0.2 3 0.8 3 0.8 348 98.3 0.9
SAN BERNARDINO 9256 6.0 331 3.6 29 0.3 8896 96.1 0.7
SAN DIEGO 11120 7.2 368 3.3 39 0.4 10713 96.3 0.5
SAN FRANCISCO 1075 0.7 53 49 0 0.0 1022 95.1 0.2
SAN JOAQUIN 2435 1.6 75 3.1 10 0.4 2350 96.5 0.6
SAN LUIS OBISPO 2038 1.3 38 1.9 6 0.3 1994 97.8 1.0
SAN MATEO 2789 1.8 59 2.1 15 0.5 2715 97.3 0.5
SANTA BARBARA 2314 15 56 2.4 8 0.3 2250 97.2 0.8
SANTA CLARA 5338 3.4 241 45 24 0.4 5073 95.0 0.4
SANTA CRUZ 1424 0.9 45 3.2 7 0.5 1372 96.3 0.8
SHASTA 776 0.5 31 4.0 6 0.8 739 95.2 0.6
SIERRA 37 0.0 5 135 0 0.0 32 86.5 15
SISKIYOU 276 0.2 2 0.7 0 0.0 274 99.3 0.8
SOLANO 1354 0.9 47 3.5 7 0.5 1300 96.0 0.5
SONOMA 2699 1.7 42 1.6 14 0.5 2643 97.9 0.8
STANISLAUS 2209 1.4 61 2.8 10 0.5 2138 96.8 0.7
SUTTER 519 0.3 16 3.1 0 0.0 503 96.9 0.8
TEHAMA 458 0.3 19 1 0 0.0 439 95.9 1.1
TRINITY 148 0.1 3 2.0 1 0.7 144 97.3 1.4
TULARE 2943 1.9 112 3.8 16 0.5 2815 95.7 1.2
TUOLUMNE 410 0.3 9 2.2 0 0.0 401 97.8 1.0
VENTURA 3215 2.1 128 4.0 23 0.7 3064 95.3 0.6
YOLO 765 0.5 19 2.5 10 1.3 736 96.2 0.6
YUBA 519 0.3 9 1.7 2 0.4 508 97.9 1.1

®D0OJ DUI arrest totals with boat DUI (N = 188) removed.
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TABLE 3a

: 2014 DUI ARRESTS BY AGE, GENDER, AND RACE/ETHNICITY

GENDER RACE/ETHNICITY
TOTAL MALE FEMALE WHITE HISPANIC BLACK OTHER
AGE N [ % N [ % N % N [ % N % N [ % N [ %
STATEWIDE 154743 100.0 |[ 118993 76.9 35750 23.1 56137 36.3 71057 45.9 13759 8.9 13790 8.9
UNDER 18 529 0.3 411 77.7 118 22.3 207 39.1 256 48.4 15 2.8 51 96
18-20 9048 5.8 7070 78.1 1978 219 2672 295 5071 56.0 477 5.3 828 9.2
21-30 67917 43.9 51434 75.7 16483 24.3 21826 32.1 34116 50.2 5245 7.7 6730 9.9
31-40 34820 225 27175 78.0 7645 22.0 11220 32.2 17016 48.9 3391 9.7 3193 9.2
41-50 22375 145 17291 77.3 5084 22.7 9082 40.6 9195 41.1 2392 10.7 1706 7.6
51-60 14669 9.5 11348 77.4 3321 226 7764 52.9 4296 29.3 1713 11.7 896 6.1
61-70 4552 2.9 3613 79.4 939 20.6 2783 61.1 995 21.9 448 9.8 326 7.2
71 & ABOVE 833 05 651 78.2 182 21.8 583 70.0 112 13.4 78 9.4 60 7.2
MEDIAN AGE (YEARS) 30.0 31.0 30.0 33.0 29.0 33.0 29.0
TABLE 3b: 2014 DUI ARRESTS BY GENDER, AGE, AND RACE/ETHNICITY
RACE/ETHNICITY
TOTAL WHITE HISPANIC BLACK OTHER
GENDER AGE | % N % N % N % N | %
STATEWIDE 154743 100.0 56137 36.3 71057 45.9 13759 8.9 13790 8.9
MALE UNDER 18 411 0.3 145 35.3 212 51.6 12 2.9 42 10.2
18-20 7070 5.9 1902 26.9 4184 59.2 355 5.0 629 8.9
21-30 51434 43.2 15068 29.3 27618 53.7 3808 7.4 4940 9.6
31-40 27175 22.8 7811 28.7 14380 52.9 2531 9.3 2453 9.0
41-50 17291 145 6147 35.6 7954 46.0 1852 10.7 1338 7.7
51-60 11348 9.5 5347 47.1 3827 33.7 1426 12.6 748 6.6
61-70 3613 3.0 2035 56.3 905 25.0 387 10.7 286 7.9
71 & ABOVE 651 0.5 429 65.9 105 16.1 65 10.0 52 8.0
TOTAL 118993 100.0 38884 32.7 59185 49.7 10436 8.8 10488 8.8
FEMALE UNDER 18 118 0.3 62 525 44 37.3 3 2.5 9 7.6
18-20 1978 5.5 770 38.9 887 44.8 122 6.2 199 10.1
21-30 16483 46.1 6758 41.0 6498 30.4 1437 8.7 1790 10.9
31-40 7645 21.4 3409 44.6 2636 34.5 860 11.2 740 9.7
41-50 5084 14.2 2935 57.7 1241 24.4 540 10.6 368 7.2
51-60 3321 9.3 2417 72.8 469 14.1 287 8.6 148 45
61-70 939 2.6 748 79.7 90 9.6 61 6.5 40 4.3
71 & ABOVE 182 0.5 154 84.6 7 3.8 13 7.1 8 4.4
TOTAL 35750 100.0 17253 48.3 11872 33.2 3323 9.3 3302 9.2

140d3d SIIN-1NA 9T0C
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TABLE 3c: DUI ARRESTS UNDER AGE 21, 2004-2014

AGE 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011° 2012 2013 2014

TOTAL

(ALL N (180957 180288 197248 203866 214811 208531 195879 180212 172893 160388 154743

AGES)

UNDER| N || 1488 1436 1697 1635 1494 1262 1085 891 746 600 529

18 % 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3
N | 14672 14617 16837 17201 17558 16382 14859 13073 11767 9846 9048

18-20 % 8.1 8.1 8.5 8.4 8.2 7.9 7.6 7.3 6.8 6.1 5.8

UNDER | N || 16160 16053 18534 18836 19052 17644 15944 13964 12513 10446 9577

21 % 8.9 8.9 9.4 9.2 8.9 8.5 8.1 7.8 7.2 6.5 6.1

#The non-reporting of approximately 6,500 DUI arrests by CHP for the month of April 2011 is reflected in this table’s 2011

figures.
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SECTION 2: CONVICTIONS

Data on convictions resulting from court adjudication of DUI arrests are reported directly to the
DMV on court abstracts of conviction. Although the DUI arrest data reported earlier are based on
arrests that occurred in 2014, the DUI conviction data are based on convictions of DUI offenders
arrested in 2013 in order to allow sufficient time for courts to report convictions to DMV. Tables
in this section compile and cross tabulate these conviction data by demographic, geographic, and
adjudicative categories. In what follows, expressions like “2013 convictions” refer to DUI
offenders arrested in 2013 and subsequently convicted. Starting with the 2013 DUI-MIS Report,
the data source, placement, and type of information provided in Figure 4 and Tables 5 and 6 have
changed. In particular, since some DUI arrest data from the Department of Justice (DOJ) MACR
system could not be matched to the driver records on the DMV database, the information in Table
6 is estimated based only on DUI cases whose arrest and/or conviction was found on the DMV
database (“matchable DUI cases”). This section contains the following tables and figures:

Table 4. DUI Convictions by Age and Gender for 2013 DUI Arrests. This table cross-tabulates
statewide DUI conviction information by age and gender. Corresponding county-specific
conviction data are presented in Appendix Table B2.

Table 5: DUI Conviction Data for 2013 DUI Arrests. This table shows county and statewide DUI-
related conviction data (DUI felony and misdemeanor convictions and includes alcohol- or drug-

related reckless driving convictions) as reported to the DMV on court abstracts of conviction. For
DUI convictions, it also shows the median adjudication time lags from DUI arrest to conviction,
and from conviction to update on the DMV database, both statewide and by county.

Table 6: Adjudication Status of 2013 DUI Arrests by County.  This table shows information on
DUI conviction rates and adjudication status (court disposition) of 2013 DUI arrests statewide and
by county. It includes the estimated percentages of arrests that resulted in DUI convictions (DUI
conviction rates), misdemeanor and felony DUI convictions, reckless driving convictions
(alcohol/drug and non-alcohol/drug related), other convictions, and the percentage of DUI arrests
with no record of any conviction. Starting with the 2013 DUI-MIS report, these estimates are
limited to DUI arrests or individual cases from the MACR file for which a matching arrest and/or
conviction was found in the DMV database. These arrest cases were tracked individually to
determine their final adjudication status. In early DUI-MIS reports, the information on DUI
conviction rates and adjudication status in this table was obtained by dividing the total number of

convictions by the total number of arrests, either statewide or by county, without matching
individual cases. Starting with 2010 DUI conviction rates, this information is estimated by tracking
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matched individual DUI arrest cases and by calculating percentages of those that resulted in
conviction of DUI, of some other type of violation, and those that resulted in no conviction.

Table 7a: Reported Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC) Levels of DUI and Alcohol- or Drug-
Reckless Convictions for 2013 DUI Arrests and Table 7b: Reported Blood Alcohol Concentration
(BAC) Levels of Convicted DUI Offenders Under Age 21 Arrested in 2013. Table 7a shows the
frequency of reported BAC levels for DUI and alcohol- or drug-reckless convictions. Because the
APS forms, submitted following most DUI arrests, more completely report BAC levels than do
abstracts of conviction, they are used here to calculate statewide BAC levels. Table 7b shows the
BAC distribution for convicted arrestees under age 21.

Table 8: DUI Convictions by Offender Status and Reported BAC Level for 2013 DUI Arrests.
This table displays the percentages of convicted DUI offenders by offender status (number of prior
convictions in 10 years), with the average (mean) and median BAC level from APS reporting
forms for each offense level.

Figure 4: DUI Convictions and Conviction Rates Based on Arrest Year, 2004-2013. Figure 4
shows, for the years 2004 to 2013, the total number of DUI convictions and DUI conviction rates
based on the violation year.
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175,000

160,000

145,000

130,000

TOTAL DUI CONVICTIONS

115,000

100,000 T T T T T T T T T )
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

YEAR OF ARREST

DUI conviction rate

0 0 0 0 0 0 02 02 02 02
(percent convicted) 770% 781% 794% 788% 78.7% 77.2%  73.1%* 733%* 73.7%* 72.5%

The 2010 and later DUI conviction rates are based on different data extraction procedures than those used in the past and are not
comparable to prior years.

Figure 4. DUI convictions and conviction rates based on arrest year, 2004-2013.

Based on these data, the following statements can be made:

Statewide Adjudication Parameters
¢ 1In 2013, 72.5% of DUI arrests resulted in convictions for DUI offenses (see Table 6).

¢ Based on the DUI conviction data for arrests within 10 years (2004-2013), 4.7% of all
California drivers (including those who do not have a permanent driving record) have one or
more DUI convictions on their record.

¢ Among 2013 DUI arrestees, 8.1% resulted in alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving
convictions and 1.5% resulted in reckless driving convictions not alcohol- or drug-related (see

Table 6).

¢ 1In 2013, 1.5% of DUI arrests resulted in convictions for offenses other than DUI or reckless
driving, such as speed contest or driving with a suspended or revoked license (see Table 6).

¢ 1In 2013, 16.4% of DUI arrests have not yet resulted in any conviction that could be found on
DMYV’s database (see Table 6).

17
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¢ The average (mean) and the median reported non-zero BAC level for all convicted DUI
offenders arrested in 2013, using APS reporting forms as the data source, were 0.16%, slightly
higher than in the past 8 years, and double the illegal per se BAC limit of 0.08% (see Table
7a).

¢ The average (mean) and median non-zero BAC levels increased as a function of the number
of prior DUI convictions. The average BAC level increased from 0.16% BAC for first
offenders to 0.19% BAC for fourth-or-subsequent offenders (the median BAC level increased
from 0.15% BAC for first offenders to 0.19% BAC for fourth-or-subsequent offenders). This
is shown in Table 8.

¢ Among 2013 DUI arrestees subsequently convicted, 73.1% were first offenders, 20.6% were
second offenders, 4.9% were third offenders, and 1.4% were fourth-or-more offenders. (The
statutorily defined time period for counting priors for DUI in California is 10 years.) The
proportion of all convicted DUI offenders that are repeat offenders (26.9%), shown in Table 8,
has increased ever since the counting period for priors changed from 7 to 10 years (by SB
1694, Torlakson, effective 1/1/2005). For example, in the last year before the change in criteria
for counting prior convictions (2004), the percentage of repeat offenders was 23.5% versus
26.9% in 2013.

¢ The median adjudication time lags were 100 days from DUI arrest to conviction and 6 days
from conviction to update on the DMV database, totaling about 3 months from arrest to update
on the offender’s driving record (see Table 5).

Demographic Characteristics
¢ The median age of convicted DUI offenders in 2013 was 31.0 years (see Table 4).

¢ Among 2013 DUI convictees, 49.9% were 30 years of age or younger and 72.5% were 40 years
or younger (see Table 4).

¢ Females comprised 23.4% of convicted DUI offenders arrested in 2013 (see Table 4). The
proportion of females among convicted DUI offenders has risen slightly each year since 1994.
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a

TABLE 4: DUI CONVICTIONS BY AGE AND GENDER FOR 2013 DUI ARRESTS

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
AGE N | % N | % N | %
STATEWIDE 121304 100.0 92901 76.6 28403 23.4
UNDER 18 279 0.2 231 82.8 48 17.2
18-20 6700 5.5 5165 77.1 1535 22.9
21-30 53597 44.2 40311 75.2 13286 24.8
31-40 27404 22.6 21628 78.9 5776 21.1
41-50 18211 15.0 13863 76.1 4348 23.9
51-60 11195 9.2 8636 77.1 2559 22.9
61-70 3323 2.7 2614 78.7 709 21.3
71 & ABOVE 595 0.5 453 76.1 142 23.9
MEAN AGE (YEARS) 34.1 34.2 33.7
MEDIAN AGE (YEARS) 31.0 31.0 30.0

aCounty-specific tabulations of 2013 DUI convictions by age and gender are shown in Appendix Table B2. Percents may not add

to 100% due to rounding.
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TABLE 5: DUI CONVICTION DATA FOR 2013 DUI ARRESTS?

MEDIAN DUI ADJUDICATION

ALCOHOL TIMES (DAYS)
MISD FELONY | UNDER OR DRUG VIOLATION CONVICTION
COUNTY DUI DUIP 21 DUI° RECKLESS TO CONVICTION TO DMV UPDATE
STATEWIDE 116577 3980 747 16494 100 6
ALAMEDA 4057 53 29 1298 108 4
ALPINE 9 1 0 1 43 8
AMADOR 98 3 1 16 73 51
BUTTE 943 34 11 115 133 22
CALAVERAS 183 7 0 79 61 6
COLUSA 100 4 2 27 82 6
CONTRA COSTA 2521 87 18 600 239 7
DEL NORTE 116 4 0 27 101 105
EL DORADO 792 38 6 187 111 24
FRESNO 4002 209 31 300 132 0
GLENN 118 7 2 41 361 16
HUMBOLDT 641 14 8 195 95 30
IMPERIAL 519 9 4 127 152 13
INYO 121 6 2 39 98 2
KERN 2905 126 25 449 46 16
KINGS 750 21 2 62 151 0
LAKE 263 21 0 21 126 20
LASSEN 123 0 1 5 127 9
LOS ANGELES 25111 493 117 3444 93 6
MADERA 612 25 1 51 244 28
MARIN 1155 23 11 16 65 13
MARIPOSA 86 2 1 8 72 21
MENDOCINO 481 22 1 80 92 116
MERCED 698 59 4 85 255 11
MODOC 47 0 0 10 59 16
MONO 71 2 2 6 103 15
MONTEREY 1809 33 8 250 68 12
NAPA 650 32 9 102 69 3
NEVADA 387 13 3 45 93 24
ORANGE 11371 333 36 565 111 0
PLACER 1309 96 &) 204 116 9
PLUMAS 114 3 1 16 72 2
RIVERSIDE 7592 191 34 594 118 2
SACRAMENTO 4628 324 38 723 65 5
SAN BENITO 215 11 2 32 102 5
SAN BERNARDINO 6171 228 38 965 146 8
SAN DIEGO 9353 374 67 2222 76 21
SAN FRANCISCO 874 24 3 186 85 5
SAN JOAQUIN 2143 124 19 399 36 34
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1484 76 6 307 63 6
SAN MATEO 2086 53 10 404 142 27
SANTA BARBARA 1847 75 36 231 58 18
SANTA CLARA 4626 179 37 469 89 6
SANTA CRUZ 1192 28 14 167 71 6
SHASTA 653 51 3 159 95 20
SIERRA 6 2 0 6 132 127
SISKIYOU 179 11 2 48 134 8
SOLANO 1028 40 7 134 126 6
SONOMA 2146 121 28 320 73 44
STANISLAUS 1850 86 9 189 88 27
SUTTER 226 18 4 74 80 48
TEHAMA 240 15 1 67 53 45
TRINITY 54 0 1 11 98 8
TULARE 2113 36 18 159 86 39
TUOLUMNE 294 12 3 22 91 7
VENTURA 2643 79 23 0 129 0
YOLO 517 24 4 74 122 15
YUBA 255 18 1 61 101 79

Conviction data by court are found in Appendix Table B3.
bThis count includes misdemeanors that carried a felony disposition code. These counts do not include 4th offenses (in 10
years) which are statutorily defined as felonies.

“Violations of CVC 23140.
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TABLE 6: ADJUDICATION STATUS OF 2013 DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY®

RECKLESS DRIVING % NO
DUl DUI CONVICTIONS CONVICTIONS RECORD OF
CONVICTION| % MIS- % ALCOHOL|% NONALCOHOL| % OTHER ANY
COUNTY RATE DEMEANOR|% FELONY| OR DRUG NOR DRUG CONVICTIONS|CONVICTION®
STATEWIDE 72.5 70.9 1.5 8.1 15 1.5 16.4
ALAMEDA 56.0 55.3 0.7 13.8 4.2 11 24.9
ALPINE 71.4 64.3 7.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.6
AMADOR 69.7 69.0 0.7 8.3 3.4 0.7 17.9
BUTTE 77.2 75.4 1.8 7.2 2.2 0.3 13.1
CALAVERAS 64.2 62.7 1.4 215 0.0 0.7 13.6
COLUSA 61.8 60.6 1.2 12.1 55 1.2 19.4
CONTRA COSTA 67.3 66.7 0.5 114 0.5 1.3 19.6
DEL NORTE 70.2 67.8 2.3 12.9 2.3 0.0 14.6
EL DORADO 72.3 69.7 2.6 13.4 1.9 0.4 12.0
FRESNO 74.7 73.2 1.4 4.1 0.1 0.3 20.9
GLENN 57.8 56.4 15 15.7 25 25 21.6
HUMBOLDT 59.1 57.9 1.2 15.2 24 1.0 22.3
IMPERIAL 60.6 59.5 11 125 3.6 1.8 215
INYO 63.1 61.6 15 13.1 1.5 2.0 20.2
KERN 72.2 70.0 2.2 9.4 3.4 1.2 13.8
KINGS 69.7 68.9 0.8 44 0.4 0.5 25.1
LAKE 75.2 70.5 4.7 4.5 4.2 0.8 15.3
LASSEN 72.1 72.1 0.0 3.0 55 24 17.0
LOS ANGELES 70.0 68.8 1.3 7.6 11 3.2 18.0
MADERA 65.9 64.0 1.9 4.2 1.9 0.7 27.3
MARIN 83.0 82.0 0.9 0.7 0.1 15 14.8
MARIPOSA 75.2 74.3 0.9 6.2 7.1 1.8 9.7
MENDOCINO 74.8 72.2 2.6 8.9 1.7 0.8 13.8
MERCED 55.7 54.6 11 53 0.2 0.5 38.3
MODOC 67.6 67.6 0.0 11.8 1.5 15 17.6
MONO 75.0 74.0 1.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 19.0
MONTEREY 77.8 76.5 1.3 8.2 11 0.7 12.1
NAPA 79.9 77.9 2.0 11.0 0.1 0.7 8.3
NEVADA 77.0 75.6 1.4 7.6 24 1.8 11.2
ORANGE 84.9 83.5 1.4 3.6 0.3 0.4 10.8
PLACER 77.4 74.6 2.8 8.9 0.2 0.6 13.0
PLUMAS 76.5 74.5 2.0 7.2 0.0 0.7 15.7
RIVERSIDE 74.1 725 1.6 4.8 1.2 1.0 18.9
SACRAMENTO 76.2 73.8 24 8.6 0.2 0.9 14.1
SAN BENITO 76.4 74.3 21 7.9 0.4 0.7 14.6
SAN BERNARDINO 65.9 64.1 1.8 8.2 34 25 20.1
SAN DIEGO 71.2 69.4 1.9 13.8 2.7 0.9 11.4
SAN FRANCISCO 62.6 61.2 1.4 12.0 2.1 0.9 224
SAN JOAQUIN 74.9 73.4 15 11.6 0.7 2.2 10.6
SAN LUIS OBISPO 74.3 72.6 1.7 12.7 1.6 1.6 9.9
SAN MATEO 71.0 70.0 1.0 12.0 0.2 1.0 15.8
SANTA BARBARA 75.1 73.3 1.7 7.9 24 1.4 13.3
SANTA CLARA 80.0 78.1 1.9 6.9 1.7 0.9 10.5
SANTA CRUZ 73.8 72.1 1.7 9.2 3.0 0.7 13.3
SHASTA 71.3 68.8 2.5 11.3 0.9 0.7 15.7
SIERRA 46.7 40.0 6.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 20.0
SISKIYOU 61.4 60.8 0.7 13.0 2.7 0.3 22.5
SOLANO 74.7 72.3 24 7.6 1.9 1.0 14.8
SONOMA 80.6 78.6 1.9 8.7 1.2 0.5 9.0
STANISLAUS 70.8 69.2 1.6 6.1 11 0.7 21.3
SUTTER 68.3 66.0 2.3 17.6 0.0 0.0 14.1
TEHAMA 62.2 60.7 15 11.7 2.3 1.0 22.7
TRINITY 72.6 72.6 0.0 6.8 1.4 1.4 17.8
TULARE 72.8 71.6 1.2 4.6 1.0 25 19.2
TUOLUMNE 73.2 72.0 1.2 5.2 7.6 0.5 135
VENTURA 82.7 80.8 1.9 0.0 0.0 1.2 16.0
YOLO 74.1 72.6 1.6 7.0 4.4 0.6 13.9
YUBA 71.4 70.3 1.1 14.2 1.6 0.5 12.3

®Table 6 estimates are based only on DUI arrest cases from the MACR system whose arrests or convictions were found on the DMV database.
"These include dismissals and DUI failures-to-appear (FTA); the statewide DUI FTA average is 2.5%.
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TABLE 7a: REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS OF DUI
AND ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RECKLESS CONVICTIONS FOR 2013 DUI ARRESTS *

DUI CONVICTIONS ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RECKLESS CONVICTIONS
BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT

.00 1532 1.5 .00 480 3.0
.01 65 0.1 .01 21 0.2
.02 82 0.1 .02 26 0.2
.03 80 0.1 .03 25 0.2
.04 89 0.1 .04 47 0.4
.05 303 0.3 .05 86 0.7
.06 392 0.4 .06 211 1.6
07 713 0.7 07 790 6.0
.08 1871 1.8 .08 2702 20.4
.09 3254 31 .09 3134 23.7
10 5236 5.0 10 2225 16.8
A1 6615 6.4 11 1252 9.5
12 7456 7.2 12 729 55
13 7900 76 13 437 33
14 7870 76 14 267 2.0
15 7629 7.4 15 185 1.4
16 7387 71 16 150 11
17 6910 6.7 A7 89 0.7
18 6251 6.0 18 82 0.6
19 5600 5.4 19 69 0.5
20 5030 48 20 59 0.4
21 4233 4.1 21 43 0.3
22 3488 34 22 21 0.2
23 2876 2.8 23 28 0.2
24 2322 2.2 24 20 0.2
25 1876 1.8 25 19 0.1
26 1432 1.4 26 8 0.1
27 1209 1.2 27 8 0.1
28 876 0.8 28 5 0.0
29 751 0.7 29 9 0.1
.30 566 0.6 30 2 0.0
31 446 0.4 31 3 0.0
32 308 0.3 32 4 0.0
33 289 0.3 33 2 0.0
34 261 0.3 34 1 0.0
35 159 0.2 35 2 0.0
36 105 0.1 37 1 0.0
37 99 0.1 59 1 0.0
38 81 01
39 55 0.1
40 62 0.1
41 33 0.0
42 11 0.0
43 14 0.0
44 8 0.0
45 9 0.0
46 3 0.0
A7 2 0.0
48 1 0.0
49 2 0.0
50 1 0.0
51 1 0.0

TOTAL 103844 100.0 TOTAL 13243 100.0

MEANP BAC .16 MEANP BAC .10
MEDIAN® BAC .16 MEDIAN® BAC .09

¥The BAC data are obtained from the DMV driver record database for initiated APS license actions associated with convictions presented in this table.
The percentage of DUI convictees with BAC levels found is 86.7%.
®The calculation of the mean and the median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which may relate to drug DUI convictions.

22



2016 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE 7b: REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS
OF CONVICTED DUI OFFENDERS UNDER AGE 21 ARRESTED IN 2013°

BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT [ BACLEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT
.00 131 2.2 23 71 1.2
01 19 0.3 24 45 0.8
02 17 0.3 25 35 0.6
.03 18 0.3 26 28 0.5
.04 28 0.5 27 17 0.3
.05 179 3.0 28 8 0.1
.06 226 3.8 29 11 0.2
.07 242 4.1 30 2 0.0
.08 218 3.7 31 3 0.1
.09 259 4.3 32 1 0.0
10 388 6.5 33 1 0.0
11 441 7.4 34 1 0.0
12 479 8.0
13 460 7.7
14 456 7.7
15 381 6.4
16 397 6.7
17 350 5.9
18 304 5.1 o o
19 235 3.9 TOTAL 5963 100.0
20 215 3.6
21 151 25 MEAN BAC .14
22 146 25 MEDIAN® BAC .13

®The BAC data are obtained from the DMV driver record database for initiated APS license actions associated with convictions

presented in the table. The percentage of DUI convictees under age 21 with BAC levels found is 88.6%

bThe calculation of the mean and median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which may relate to DUI drug convictions.

TABLE 8: DUI CONVICTIONS BY DUI OFFENDER STATUS AND

REPORTED BAC LEVEL FOR 2013 DUI ARRESTS"

AVERAGE BAC LEVEL MEDIAN BAC LEVEL
DUI OFFENDER FROM APS REPORTING FROM APS REPORTING
STATUS PERCENT FORM (%)" FORM (%)"
STATEWIDE 100.0 16 16

15T DUI 73.1 16 15

2No DUy 20.6 17 17

3" DU 4.9 18 18

4™+ DUI 1.4 .19 19

®The BAC data are obtained from the DMV driver record database for initiated APS license actions associated with DUI
convictions presented in the table.

®The calculation of the mean and median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which may relate to drug DUI convictions.
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SECTION 3: POSTCONVICTION SANCTIONS

Data on court sanctions assigned to convicted DUI offenders were obtained from DUI abstracts of
conviction for offenders arrested in 2013. This section includes the following tables and figures:

Table 9: DUI Court Sanctions by DUI Offender Status for DUI Offenders Arrested in 2013. This
table shows the frequency of specific court sanctions statewide by number of prior DUI

convictions in 10 years. The specific court sanctions tallied include percentages of DUI offenders
sentenced to probation, jail, DUI programs (first-offender, 18-month, and 30-month DUI
programs), and ignition interlock. Cross tabulations of sanctions by county, court, and number of
prior convictions appear in Appendix Table B4.

Table 10: DUI Court Sanctions by County and DUI Offender Status for DUI Offenders Arrested
in 2013. This table displays the distribution of court sanctions by county for all DUI offenders.

Figure 5: Percentage Representation of Court-Ordered DUI Sanctions (for 2013 DUI arrests).
Figure 5 shows the percentage representation of court-ordered post-conviction sanctions for DUI
offenders arrested in 2013.
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Figure 5. Percentage representation of court-ordered DUI sanctions (for 2013 DUI arrests).
This percentage does not include ignition interlock requirements administered by DMV (i.e., ignition interlock
requirements under AB 91 law — further information about the general and specific deterrent effects of the AB 91
ignition interlock program can be found at: https://www.dmv.ca.gov/portal/dmv/detail/about/profile/rd/toc).
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From the data in these tables and those in Appendix B4, it is evident that the use of sanctions
prescribed for offenders arrested in 2013 continued to vary widely by county, court, and offender
status. For example:

Statewide Sanctions

¢

The most frequent court sanction for all convicted DUI offenders was probation (96.2%), while
the least frequently used court sanction was ignition interlock (6.1%). DUI offenders were
sentenced to jail in 73.6% of the cases. This is shown in Table 9, and graphically in Figure 5
(previous page). In many jurisdictions, however, all or a portion of the jail sentence is often
served as community service or home confinement rather than actual jail time, particularly for
first offenders (Guenzburger & Atkinson, 2012). Because virtually all offenders receive more
than one type of sanction, the cumulative percentage adds to much more than 100%.

County Variation

¢

The referral to first-offender DUI programs (mostly from 3 to 9 months long) among first DUI
offenders varies by county, from 90% or more in 27 counties to 24.3% in Glenn County (see
Table 10).

In 2013, 0.7% of arrested repeat DUI offenders were assigned to 30-month DUI programs (see
Table 9). Assignment of DUI offenders (mostly third-or-more) to 30-month programs was
low, as there are very few counties that have 30-month programs (see Table 10).

Court Variation

¢

Statewide, courts vary significantly in how they prescribe available sanctions for DUI
offenders. In Los Angeles County alone, one court (Antelope Valley) assigned jail to 70.1%
of all convicted DUI offenders (n = 1,049), while another court (Glendale) in the same county
assigned jail to only 26.6% of all convicted DUI offenders (n = 549). This is shown in Table
B4 in the Appendix.

Courts in seven counties did not require any of the convicted DUI offenders arrested in 2013
to install an ignition interlock device (see Table 10 and Table B4 in the Appendix).

Variation by Offender Status

¢

Among first DUI offenders arrested in 2013, 65.6% were sentenced to jail, compared to 95.2%
of all repeat offenders (see Table 9).

26



2016 DUI-MIS REPORT

¢ Among first DUI offenders, 91.9% were assigned by courts to complete DUI programs, as
were 89.0% of second offenders, 78.9% of third offenders, and 47.0% of fourth-or-more DUI
offenders. This is shown in Table 9. (By statute, however, all DUI offenders must eventually
complete specified DUI programs in order to be eligible for license reinstatement.)

¢ In 2013, 17.8% of repeat DUI offenders were required by the courts to install an ignition
interlock device in their vehicles, compared to 17.6% of those arrested in 2012. Despite the
old mandatory interlock law for all repeat offenders (AB 2851 - Freidman), which took effect
on July 1, 1993, judges routinely did not require interlocks for these offenders (over 75% of
“mandatory” assignments were not made). This law was repealed in 1998, and a new ignition
interlock law (AB 762 - Torlakson) was enacted and implemented July 1, 1999, that established
mandatory interlock for DUI suspension/revocation violators, while providing incentives for
repeat offenders to reinstate after 12 months of license suspension/revocation with interlocks.
Also, on July 1, 2010, two new ignition interlock laws took effect. The first law (SB 598 —
Huff) allows second and third DUI offenders, whose violations involved alcohol only, to
reinstate after 3 months and 6 months of license suspension/revocation, respectively, if they
install an ignition interlock device. The second law (AB 91 — Feuer) created a pilot program in
four counties (Alameda, Los Angeles, Sacramento, and Tulare) that requires first and repeat
DUI offenders to install an ignition interlock device in all vehicles they own or operate for a
specific time period based on their number of prior DUI convictions. Lastly, on January 1,
2017, SB 1046 was implemented which extended the AB 91 pilot program until January 1,
2019. Also, effective January 1, 2019 until January 1, 2026, this bill specifies new ignition
interlock requirements for all persons convicted of an alcohol-related DUI offense and allows
DUI offenders that are willing to install an ignition interlock device to apply for a restricted
driver license without serving any period of license suspension or revocation.
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SECTION 3: POSTCONVICTION SANCTIONS

TABLE 9: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR DUI
OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER |TOTAL |PROBATION | JAIL | PROGRAM | PROGRAM | PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
STATUS N % % % % % %
STATEWIDE | 121304 96.2 73.6 68.1 21.8 0.2 6.1
157 88681 97.1 65.6 89.7 2.2 0.0 1.8
REPEAT 32623 93.7 95.2 9.1 75.1 0.7 17.8
2ND 24982 96.3 94.8 11.0 77.8 0.2 16.0
3RD 5987 91.6 96.9 3.6 72.8 25 24.0
4THe 1654 62.9 95.6 1.6 427 2.7 21.8

®Entries represent percentages of DUI convictees arrested in 2013 receiving each sanction, by offender status. Sanctions for each
offender status group (row) are not exclusive; therefore, row percentages always add to more than 100%. Percentages of
sanctions by county and court appear in Appendix Table B4.
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR
DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013

18-
15T OFFENDER | MONTH [30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER |[ TOTAL [PROBATION| JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM [PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
STATEWIDE 12130 96.2 73.6 68.1 21.8 0.2 6.1
ALAMEDA 157 2805 97.8 96.9 84.9 3.5 0.0 10.9
2ND 982 98.5 96.6 13.6 69.9 0.6 18.3
3RD 265 97.7 91.3 4.9 64.9 0.8 14.7
4THy 87 81.6 954 2.3 27.6 0.0 11.5
TOTAL 4139 97.6 96.5 61.1 23.7 0.2 12.9
ALPINE 15T 7 100.0 100.0 85.7 14.3 0.0 14.3
2N 3 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 66.7
TOTAL 10  100.0 100.0 60.0 40.0 0.0 30.0
AMADOR 157 75 96.0 97.3 86.7 4.0 0.0 12.0
2ND 16 81.3 100.0 0.0 68.8 0.0 56.3
3RD 6 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
4THy 5 80.0 100.0 20.0 40.0 0.0 80.0
TOTAL 102 93.1 98.0 64.7 21.6 0.0 275
BUTTE 157 659 95.0 921 93.9 1.8 0.2 2.3
2N 234 94.9 97.9 18.4 71.4 2.6 8.5
3RD 64 70.3 96.9 3.1 26.6 48.4 35.9
4™+ 31 54.8 96.8 0.0 12.9 41.9 38.7
TOTAL 988 92.1 93.9 67.2 20.2 52 7.1
CALAVERAS | 15T 143 95.1 100.0 93.7 1.4 0.0 0.7
2ND 39 87.2 100.0 28.2 56.4 0.0 20.5
ge 7 100.0 100.0 14.3 85.7 0.0 14.3
4TH+ 1 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 190 93.7 100.0 76.8 16.3 0.0 5.3
COLUSA 157 69 91.3 95.7 82.6 4.3 0.0 0.0
N 28 100.0 100.0 42.9 57.1 0.0 0.0
3RD 6 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
4™+ 3 33.3 100.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 106 925 97.2 66.0 23.6 0.0 0.0
CONTRA 157 1790 97.5 921 89.9 2.0 0.0 0.4
COSTA 2N 589 98.8 96.6 11.2 83.5 0.0 3.4
3RD 186 94.6 96.2 11 80.1 0.0 23.7
4TH+ 61 83.6 91.8 1.6 42.6 0.0 295
TOTAL 2626 97.3 93.4 63.9 26.8 0.0 3.4
DEL 157 87 931 100.0 87.4 4.6 0.0 5.7
NORTE 2N 23 82.6 100.0 17.4 65.2 0.0 65.2
3RD 7 71.4 100.0 0.0 57.1 0.0 57.1
4THy 3 100.0 100.0 0.0 66.7 0.0 100.0
TOTAL 120 90.0 100.0 66.7 20.8 0.0 225
EL DORADO | 15T 573 97.7 95.6 83.9 3.1 0.0 2.6
2ND 185 96.8 97.3 11.9 73.5 0.0 25.4
ge 59 93.2 94.9 3.4 64.4 0.0 42.4
4TH+ 19 73.7 84.2 0.0 68.4 0.0 52.6
TOTAL 836 96.7 95.7 60.4 245 0.0 11.6
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR

DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013 - continued

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER |[ TOTAL |PROBATION| JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
FRESNO 157 2904 96.6 97.6 93.7 1.7 0.0 0.8
2ND 972 93.0 99.0 12.9 78.0 0.0 16.3
3RD 267 90.3 98.1 3.7 74.2 1.5 38.6
4™+ 99 475 100.0 4.0 29.3 9.1 4.0
TOTAL 4242 94.2 98.0 67.4 24.4 0.3 6.8
GLENN 157 70 94.3 57.1 243 0.0 0.0 1.4
2N 39 89.7 89.7 10.3 17.9 0.0 25.6
3RD 12 91.7 91.7 0.0 25.0 8.3 50.0
4THy 6 66.7 100.0 0.0 16.7 0.0 33.3
TOTAL 127 91.3 72.4 16.5 8.7 0.8 15.0
HUMBOLDT | 15T 461 97.0 92.6 924 2.0 0.0 24
2ND 151 98.7 96.0 205 75.5 0.0 66.9
3RD 38 97.4 97.4 13.2 81.6 0.0 81.6
4THy 13 92.3 100.0 7.7 46.2 0.0 38.5
TOTAL 663 97.3 93.8 69.8 24.1 0.0 22.3
IMPERIAL 157 411 94.6 13.6 77.6 1.9 0.0 0.0
e 95 88.4 78.9 18.9 68.4 0.0 0.0
3RD 18 72.2 83.3 111 55.6 0.0 0.0
4™+ 8 62.5 87.5 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 532 92.3 28.8 63.7 16.0 0.0 0.0
INYO 157 83 92.8 38.6 89.2 1.2 0.0 0.0
2ND 34 97.1 73.5 29.4 50.0 0.0 0.0
ge 9 88.9 100.0 22.2 33.3 0.0 111
4TH+ 3 66.7 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 129 93.0 53.5 66.7 16.3 0.0 0.8
KERN 15T 2108 96.5 97.1 69.5 13 0.0 1.6
N 682 95.5 98.7 111 10.7 0.7 29.6
3RD 193 89.1 99.5 7.3 9.8 1.6 44.0
4TH+ 73 452 97.3 5.5 55 9.6 13.7
TOTAL 3056 94.6 97.6 51.0 4.1 0.5 10.8
KINGS 157 514 95.3 98.6 91.6 2.3 0.0 0.0
2N 198 914 99.0 18.7 75.3 0.0 1.0
3RD 39 82.1 97.4 10.3 74.4 0.0 0.0
4THy 22 40.9 955 0.0 31.8 0.0 45
TOTAL 773 921 98.6 66.2 255 0.0 0.4
LAKE 157 187 90.9 31.6 77.0 11 0.0 0.0
2ND 69 94.2 69.6 275 49.3 0.0 4.3
3RD 20 85.0 90.0 15.0 45.0 5.0 10.0
4THy 8 50.0 87.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 284 90.1 46.5 58.5 15.8 0.4 1.8
LASSEN s 91 95.6 95.6 84.6 2.2 0.0 11
2ND 25 100.0 100.0 16.0 76.0 0.0 24.0
ge 8 100.0 100.0 0.0 87.5 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 124 96.8 96.8 65.3 22.6 0.0 5.6
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR
DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013 - continued

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER |[ TOTAL [PROBATION| JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM [PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
LOS ANGELES | 15T 20121 96.9 27.1 89.2 2.6 0.0 0.0
2N 4673 96.3 90.4 9.9 80.5 0.4 0.3
3RD 866 91.8 97.8 2.3 70.7 9.8 0.9
4™+ 61 75.4 98.4 0.0 50.8 13.1 0.0
TOTAL 25721 96.6 41.2 71.6 19.2 0.5 0.1
MADERA 157 425 97.4 97.4 91.3 1.9 0.2 0.0
2N 146 95.9 99.3 21.9 67.1 0.7 0.0
3RD 51 86.3 98.0 7.8 62.7 5.9 0.0
4THy 16 75.0 100.0 6.3 25.0 31.3 0.0
TOTAL 638 95.6 98.0 66.6 22.3 1.6 0.0
MARIN 157 906 98.6 17.7 88.5 2.3 0.0 2.2
2ND 214 99.5 86.9 6.1 89.7 0.0 22.4
3RD 54 98.1 96.3 0.0 24.1 0.0 53.7
4THy 15 73.3 93.3 0.0 26.7 0.0 66.7
TOTAL 1189 98.4 34.7 68.5 19.3 0.0 9.0
MARIPOSA 157 54 96.3 96.3 55.6 9.3 0.0 3.7
e 21 95.2 100.0 4.8 38.1 0.0 0.0
3RD 12 100.0 100.0 16.7 50.0 0.0 25.0
4™+ 2 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 89 94.4 97.8 37.1 21.3 0.0 5.6
MENDOCINO | 15T 343 96.8 95.3 88.9 5.2 0.0 10.2
2ND 119 98.3 99.2 8.4 86.6 0.0 50.4
ge 36 94.4 100.0 2.8 83.3 0.0 66.7
4TH+ 6 83.3 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.3
TOTAL 504 96.8 96.6 62.7 30.0 0.0 24.0
MERCED 157 530 87.9 911 80.8 2.3 0.2 0.0
N 184 88.0 91.8 14.1 62.5 4.3 4.3
3RD 40 90.0 925 7.5 70.0 2.5 20.0
4THy 7 57.1 100.0 0.0 14.3 14.3 0.0
TOTAL 761 87.8 915 60.1 20.5 1.4 2.1
MODOC 157 27 100.0 88.9 92.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
2N 15 93.3 100.0 33.3 66.7 0.0 133
3RD 4  100.0 100.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 50.0
4THy 1 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
TOTAL 47 97.9 93.6 63.8 27.7 4.3 10.6
MONO 157 51 100.0 431 92.2 59 0.0 0.0
2ND 21  100.0 90.5 14.3 81.0 0.0 0.0
3RD 3 66.7 100.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 75 98.7 58.7 66.7 28.0 0.0 0.0
MONTEREY 157 1358 98.5 98.1 80.2 2.7 0.0 3.5
e 382 97.4 99.2 7.9 77.0 0.0 25.7
3RD 82 95.1 98.8 2.4 68.3 0.0 29.3
4TH+ 28 64.3 96.4 0.0 35.7 0.0 14.3
TOTAL 1850 97.6 98.3 60.6 215 0.0 9.4
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR
DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013 - continued

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH [30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL |[PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
NAPA 157 527 97.5 95.1 88.4 3.6 0.0 29.2
2N 134 98.5 94.8 13.4 79.9 0.0 81.3
3RD 20 95.0 95.0 5.0 80.0 0.0 95.0
4TH4 10 80.0 100.0 10.0 50.0 0.0 50.0
TOTAL 691 97.4 95.1 70.3 21.3 0.0 415
NEVADA 157 288 98.3 90.3 93.4 0.3 0.0 0.0
2N 92 97.8 96.7 41.3 51.1 0.0 3.3
3RD 18 944 100.0 33.3 61.1 0.0 5.6
4THy 5 80.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 403 97.8 92.3 7.7 15.9 0.0 1.0
ORANGE 157 8878 98.6 36.0 94.0 1.4 0.0 0.2
2ND 2236 97.9 93.9 6.9 86.1 0.0 8.5
3RD 512 92.2 97.3 1.8 83.0 0.0 11.1
4THy 114 50.0 98.2 0.0 41.2 0.0 1.8
TOTAL 11740 97.8 50.3 72.5 215 0.0 2.3
PLACER 157 1020 98.4 97.5 94.7 11 0.0 1.3
e 270 91.9 99.3 19.3 715 0.0 44.4
3RD 91 83.5 100.0 8.8 70.3 0.0 65.9
4™+ 27 63.0 100.0 3.7 59.3 0.0 55.6
TOTAL 1408 95.5 98.0 72.9 20.2 0.0 14.8
PLUMAS 157 68 98.5 89.7 69.1 8.8 0.0 0.0
2ND 32 100.0 90.6 6.3 78.1 0.0 0.0
ge 14 92.9 92.9 0.0 85.7 0.0 14.3
4TH+ 4 75.0 100.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 118 97.5 90.7 41.5 39.0 0.0 1.7
RIVERSIDE 157 5793 96.8 95.3 93.5 2.3 0.0 0.2
N 1575 94.0 95.7 7.5 85.7 0.0 2.0
3RD 347 90.8 95.1 2.9 86.5 0.0 5.8
4THy 102 59.8 92.2 1.0 51.0 0.0 4.9
TOTAL 7817 955 95.3 70.9 235 0.0 0.8
SACRAMENTO | 157 3510 98.1 96.4 93.7 1.2 0.0 1.6
2N 1058 97.8 99.0 6.1 86.1 0.0 7.8
3RD 321 935 99.7 0.9 85.0 0.0 12.8
4THy 101 525 97.0 0.0 37.6 0.0 37.6
TOTAL 4990 96.8 97.2 67.3 254 0.0 4.3
SAN BENITO |17 153 98.7 97.4 30.1 0.0 0.0 2.0
2ND 54  100.0 100.0 1.9 18.5 0.0 37.0
3RD 17 941 100.0 0.0 59 0.0 76.5
4THy 4  100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0
TOTAL 228 98.7 98.2 20.6 4.8 0.0 16.2
SAN 157 4543 96.3 77.9 90.4 2.9 0.0 0.3
BERNARDINO | 2P 1376 95.0 96.0 10.4 81.4 0.0 2.7
ge 390 90.8 94.6 2.3 71.3 0.0 4.6
4TH+ 128 64.8 77.3 3.9 43.0 0.0 3.1
TOTAL 6437 95.0 82.8 66.2 24.6 0.0 1.1
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR
DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013 - continued

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL [ PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
SAN a8 7084 96.5 24.9 88.5 1.8 0.0 2.8
DIEGO 2ND 2123 95.1 87.8 10.9 77.8 0.0 111
3RD 490 87.3 93.7 4.1 73.1 0.2 12.2
4™+ 97 55.7 99.0 0.0 35.1 0.0 1.0
TOTAL 9794 95.3 42.7 66.5 22.2 0.0 5.1
SAN 157 697 98.6 99.1 98.0 0.9 0.0 1.7
FRANCISCO e 166 98.2 99.4 12.0 84.3 0.0 77.1
3RD 30 96.7 100.0 0.0 76.7 6.7 93.3
4™+ 8 87.5 100.0 0.0 87.5 0.0 87.5
TOTAL 901 98.3 99.2 78.0 19.5 0.2 19.4
SAN JOAQUIN | 15T 1565 98.1 98.7 93.7 24 0.0 1.9
2ND 524 98.5 99.4 13.5 82.8 0.0 47.9
gie 126 95.2 100.0 1.6 94.4 0.0 59.5
4TH+ 71 77.5 100.0 0.0 78.9 0.0 73.2
TOTAL 2286 97.4 99.0 67.3 28.3 0.0 17.8
SAN LUIS 157 1123 98.6 98.7 92.5 1.7 0.0 0.4
OBISPO e 331 97.9 100.0 12.4 80.7 0.0 4.5
3RD 86 95.3 98.8 5.8 66.3 14.0 7.0
4THy 26 50.0 100.0 0.0 34.6 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 1566 97.4 99.0 69.3 225 0.8 1.6
SAN MATEO | 15T 1603 94.3 98.4 87.0 1.6 0.0 0.4
2N 444 95.7 99.3 9.9 81.5 0.0 11.9
3RD 93 88.2 95.7 2.2 76.3 0.0 29.0
4TH4 9 55.6 100.0 0.0 22.2 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 2149 94.1 98.5 67.1 215 0.0 4.0
SANTA 157 1446 95.6 64.0 89.5 1.7 0.0 0.1
BARBARA 2ND 407 97.1 92.6 10.1 80.8 0.0 3.7
3RD 89 955 93.3 11 88.8 0.0 6.7
4THy 16 50.0 100.0 0.0 43.8 0.0 6.3
TOTAL 1958 95.5 71.6 68.2 22.5 0.0 1.2
SANTA s 3592 98.5 98.0 94.5 2.8 0.0 5.1
CLARA 2ND 970 98.2 99.8 11.0 86.3 0.1 53.2
ge 226 94.7 100.0 4.0 83.2 0.0 78.3
4TH+ 54 75.9 96.3 0.0 83.3 0.0 74.1
TOTAL 4842 98.0 98.4 72.5 24.2 0.0 18.9
SANTA CRUZ |157 878 97.8 96.5 76.4 0.9 0.0 0.0
e 266 98.5 98.9 10.5 58.3 0.0 0.0
3RD 76 96.1 97.4 3.9 39.5 0.0 0.0
4TH+ 14 78.6 100.0 0.0 7.1 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 1234 97.6 97.1 56.9 15.7 0.0 0.0
SHASTA 157 453 96.9 97.6 73.1 2.2 0.0 29.8
2N 190 96.3 98.4 14.2 62.6 0.0 68.9
3RD 46 95.7 97.8 6.5 58.7 2.2 71.7
4THy 18 61.1 100.0 0.0 22.2 0.0 33.3
TOTAL 707 95.8 97.9 51.1 22.6 0.1 43.1
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR
DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013 - continued

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL |PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
SIERRA 157 5 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2N 3 33.3 100.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 8 75.0 100.0 62.5 12.5 0.0 0.0
SISKIYOU 157 127 945 92.9 77.2 3.9 0.0 2.4
2ND 53  100.0 96.2 245 62.3 0.0 22.6
3RP 4 75.0 100.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 75.0
4THy 8 87.5 87.5 0.0 75.0 0.0 50.0
TOTAL 192 95.3 93.8 57.8 24.5 0.0 11.5
SOLANO 157 751 97.6 97.6 93.6 2.0 0.0 1.2
2ND 245 98.8 100.0 10.6 87.3 0.0 26.1
3RD 57 89.5 94.7 1.8 87.7 0.0 70.2
4THy 22 72.7 100.0 0.0 72.7 0.0 455
TOTAL 1075 96.9 98.0 67.9 27.4 0.0 11.4
SONOMA 157 1643 95.6 95.6 89.2 1.6 0.0 4.6
2N 496 96.0 99.4 8.5 80.6 0.0 80.0
3RD 111 94.6 99.1 2.7 83.8 0.0 91.9
4™+ 45 57.8 97.8 0.0 53.3 0.0 53.3
TOTAL 2295 94.9 96.6 65.8 23.7 0.0 26.1
STANISLAUS | 15T 1319 98.5 98.9 93.9 4.2 0.0 0.5
2ND 454 98.0 99.8 9.7 87.2 0.0 5.3
ge 124 90.3 99.2 24 88.7 0.0 22.6
4TH+ 48 47.9 100.0 0.0 62.5 0.0 4.2
TOTAL 1945 96.6 99.2 66.1 30.4 0.0 3.1
SUTTER 157 172 93.6 96.5 91.3 0.6 0.0 4.1
N 54 94.4 100.0 14.8 75.9 0.0 61.1
3RD 15 100.0 100.0 0.0 93.3 0.0 80.0
4™+ 7 100.0 100.0 0.0 85.7 0.0 85.7
TOTAL 248 944 97.6 66.5 25.0 0.0 23.4
TEHAMA 157 185 96.2 98.9 94.6 1.6 0.0 11
2N 51 941 100.0 11.8 82.4 0.0 2.0
3RD 17 76.5 100.0 0.0 76.5 0.0 0.0
4™H+ 3 66.7 100.0 33.3 33.3 0.0 66.7
TOTAL 256 941 99.2 711 23.0 0.0 2.0
TRINITY 157 33 97.0 97.0 90.9 6.1 0.0 6.1
2ND 9 100.0 88.9 22.2 77.8 0.0 66.7
3RD 12 100.0 100.0 8.3 91.7 0.0 83.3
4THy 1 1000 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 55 98.2 96.4 60.0 36.4 0.0 32.7
TULARE qisr 1504 96.4 72.7 91.1 2.1 0.1 0.9
2ND 458 96.7 95.9 14.2 78.2 0.4 11.6
ge 137 92.0 97.1 6.6 81.8 0.0 16.1
4TH+ 68 76.5 98.5 29 50.0 15 27.9
TOTAL 2167 95.6 79.9 66.7 24.7 0.2 5.0
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TABLE 10: DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND DUI OFFENDER STATUS FOR
DUI OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2013 - continued

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH [30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER || TOTAL | PROBATION [ JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
TUOLUMNE 157 207 93.7 77.8 87.4 1.4 0.0 0.0
2ND 77 94.8 74.0 11.7 77.9 0.0 0.0
3RD 12 91.7 91.7 0.0 16.7 8.3 0.0
4TH+ 13 69.2 100.0 0.0 61.5 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 309 92.9 78.3 61.5 23.6 0.3 0.0
VENTURA 157 2103 96.9 97.4 93.6 2.0 0.0 4.1
2N 495 96.8 98.4 12.3 83.2 0.0 79.2
3RD 109 92.7 97.2 3.7 88.1 0.0 84.4
4THy 38 52.6 94.7 0.0 44.7 0.0 50.0
TOTAL 2745 96.1 97.6 74.1 20.7 0.0 215
YOLO 157 372 96.0 96.8 84.1 1.9 0.0 11
2ND 141 96.5 98.6 41.8 48.2 0.0 39.0
3RD 24 91.7 100.0 33.3 58.3 0.0 62.5
4THy 8 12.5 75.0 0.0 12.5 0.0 12.5
TOTAL 545 94.7 97.1 69.7 16.5 0.0 13.8
YUBA 157 187 95.7 85.0 94.1 1.6 0.0 0.0
e 59 98.3 91.5 10.2 83.1 0.0 3.4
3RD 21  100.0 100.0 9.5 90.5 0.0 19.0
4™+ 7 85.7 100.0 0.0 85.7 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 274 96.4 88.0 67.2 28.1 0.0 2.2
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SECTION 4: POSTCONVICTION SANCTION EFFECTIVENESS

This section presents reoffense and crash rates of DUI offenders over various time periods, as well
as the methodology and results of evaluations assessing the relationship between DUI programs
and DUI recidivism for drivers convicted of alcohol-or drug-related reckless driving and for first
DUI offenders.

The first part of the section examines descriptive indicators, such as DUI recidivism and crash
rates, for different groups of DUI offenders within different periods of time: 1) 1-year DUI
recidivism and crash rates for first and second DUI offenders arrested between 1990-2013, 2)
1-year DUI recidivism and crash rates by county, for first and second DUI offenders arrested in
2013, 3) percentages of DUI program referrals, enrollments, and completions for first and second
DUI offenders arrested in 2013, and 4) long-term recidivism rates of DUI offenders arrested in
1994.

The second part of the section contains the results of the analyses evaluating the relationship
between DUI programs and DUI recidivism and crashes for two groups of offenders: 1) drivers
who plead to the reduced charge of alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving, and 2) first DUI
offenders assigned to 3-month or 9-month DUI programs.

The following are highlights of the findings:

¢ The 1-year recidivism rate for first DUI offenders arrested in 2013 decreased slightly to 3.6%
compared to 3.8% for those arrested in 2012. This is the lowest recidivism rate since 1990;
the 2013 first offender reoffense rate was 52.6% lower than the reoffense rate for first offenders
arrested in 1990 (see Figure 6 and Table 11a).

¢ The 1-year recidivism rate for second DUI offenders arrested in 2013 decreased to 4.6% from
4.8% for those arrested in 2012. This rate is a 52.6% decrease from the 9.7% rate for those
arrested in 1990 (see Figure 6 and Table 11a).

¢ Subsequent 1-year crash rates among second DUI offenders have declined from 4.0% for
offenders arrested in 1990 to 2.6% for those arrested in 2013, a 35.0% relative decrease. The
rate increased from 2.2% in 2012 to 2.6% in 2013. The crash rates among first offenders have
increased from 2.9% in 2012 to 3.6% in 2013; a 24% increase. The 2013 first offender crash
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rate is 32.1% lower than their 1990 crash rate. The crash rates of both first and second DUI
offenders arrested in 2013 have increased each year since 2011 (see Figure 7 and Table 11a).

¢ Of the DUI offenders arrested in 2013 who, by court referral, enrolled in a DUI program,
87.9% of first offenders and 38.8% of second offenders completed their program assignment
(see Table 13).

¢ At the end of 20 years, 32% of DUI offenders originally convicted in 1994 had at least one
subsequent DUI conviction, and 36% incurred at least one DUI incident (see Figure 8a).

¢ Over 20 years, DUI recidivism rates increased as the number of prior offenses increased. The
proportion of third-or-more offenders reoffending was 43%, while 36% of second offenders
and 29% of first offenders reoffended (see Figure 8b).

¢ Males showed a much higher cumulative percentage (33%) of reoffenses than did females
(25%) over the 20-year time period (see Figure 8c).

¢ Long term recidivism rates are inversely related to age, with higher reoffense rates associated
with the youngest age group, and the lowest rates with the oldest group (see Figure 8d).

¢ After 5 years, the percentage of DUI offenders reoffending in the 1994 group was much lower
(18%) compared to the percentages reoffending in the 1984 group (27%) and in the 1980 group
(35%), and was equivalent to the percentage reoffending in the 2004 group (18%). This is
shown in Figure 8e.

¢ Like last years’ evaluation, this year’s results show that the subsequent 1-year crash rates of
alcohol- or drug-related reckless offenders assigned to a DUI program were not significantly
different than those who were not assigned. However, unlike last years’ evaluation, the
subsequent DUI incident rates of those assigned to DUI programs were not significantly lower
than the rates of those who were not assigned (see Table 14a).

¢ One-year subsequent crash rates of first DUI offenders assigned to 3-month DUI programs
were not significantly higher than the crash rates of those assigned to 9-month programs (see
Table 14b). Also, the 1-year postconviction DUI incident rates were not significantly different
between the two groups.
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Subject Selection and Data Collection Convicted DUI and alcohol- or drug-related reckless
offenders were identified from monthly abstract update files which contain all DUI conviction data
reported to DMV by the courts. Subjects were chosen based on their number of DUI and alcohol-
or drug-related reckless driving convictions within 10 years prior to their DUI arrest in 2013. The
following groups of subjects were selected: 1) first DUI offenders—drivers who had no DUI or
alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving convictions within the previous 10 years, 2) second DUI
offenders—drivers who had one DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving conviction within
the previous 10 years, 3) alcohol- or drug-related reckless offenders with no previous DUI offenses
in the past 10 years, and 4) first DUI offenders assigned to 3-month and 9-month DUI programs.
In addition, DUI offenders arrested in 1994 and subsequently convicted were selected for the 20-
year follow-up evaluation.

The crash and DUI recidivism rates of first and second DUI offenders, and the relationship between
DUI programs and DUI recidivism for persons convicted of an alcohol- or drug-reckless or first
DUI offense, are evaluated in terms of postconviction driving record, as measured by: 1) total
crashes and, 2) DUI incidents, which include alcohol-involved crashes, DUI convictions,
Administrative Per Se (APS) suspensions, and DUI Failure-to-Appear (FTA) violations. For the
1994 DUI offenders, DUI recidivism is measured by subsequent DUI convictions, along with one
comparison of DUI incidents. For first and second DUI offenders, the 1-year subsequent
unadjusted crash and DUI reoffense data from all of the previous and current evaluations are
included.

To maintain comparability to the previous subject-selection criteria, certain types of offenders had
to be excluded. For the sanction analyses among alcohol- or drug-related reckless offenders and
first DUI offenders, previous and current analyses excluded offenders with convictions of a DUI
felony, and those with chemical-test refusal APS suspensions, because their license control
penalties were different from those of the misdemeanor DUI offender groups. Drivers who did
not have a full 1-year subsequent follow-up period (because of late conviction dates) were also
excluded, as were drivers with “X” license numbers (meaning that no California driver license
number could be found) and drivers with out-of-state ZIP Codes. The only exclusions made for
the 1994 offenders were out-of-state cases and drivers with “X” license numbers.
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DUI RECIDIVISM AND CRASH RATES

One-Year DUI Recidivism and Crash Rates for First and Second DUI Offenders Arrested from
1990-2013

The 1-year subsequent DUI-incident and crash reoffense rates for both first and second DUI
offenders were compiled from previous and current DUI-MIS reports and plotted onto two separate
graphs to display these rates over time.

Figure 6 shows the percentages of first and second offenders, arrested between 1990 and 2013,
who reoffended within 1 year after their conviction.
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Figure 6. Percentages of first and second DUI offenders reoffending with a DUI incident within
1 year after conviction (arrested between 1990 and 2013).

This figure and Table 11a show an ongoing gradual decline in the 1-year recidivism rates for first
offenders from 1990 to 2013. The overall decline translates into a 52.6% reduction in recidivism
for all first offenders from 1990 to 2013. The decline in DUI reoffenses is steeper in the early
years (1990-1994), following the implementation of the APS law. As is evident in Figure 6, the
reoffense rates of first offenders continue to be lower than those of the second offenders; this has
been consistently evident throughout all previous analyses conducted on first and second
offenders.
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TABLE 11a: ONE-YEAR UNADJUSTED PERCENTAGES OF SUBSEQUENT DUI-
INCIDENT-INVOLVED AND CRASH-INVOLVED FIRST AND SECOND OFFENDERS,

1990-2013
DUI-INCIDENT-INVOLVED CRASH-INVOLVED
FIRST SECOND FIRST SECOND
YEAR OFFENDERS OFFENDERS OFFENDERS OFFENDERS
1990 7.6 9.7 5.3 4.0
1991 7.1 9.5 4.7 3.6
1992 6.2 9.1 41 3.5
1993 5.8 8.8 41 3.5
1994 5.4 7.0 45 3.1
1995 5.8 7.0 4.6 3.0
1996 5.1 6.1 45 24
1997 5.2 6.0 4.7 2.7
1998 5.3 6.0 4.8 2.6
1999 5.0 6.1 5.0 2.8
2000 4.9 6.1 51 3.1
2001 4.9 5.9 52 3.0
2002 4.8 6.1 51 3.3
2003 4.7 6.5 4.8 3.2
2004 45 5.9 4.8 3.1
2005 4.7 5.6 4.8 3.0
2006 45 55 4.6 2.7
2007 45 5.4 4.1 24
2008 4.7 5.7 3.7 2.3
2009 4.2 5.2 3.1 1.9
2010 4.1 5.2 2.8 1.8
2011 3.8 4.9 25 1.7
2012 3.8 4.8 2.9 2.2
2013 3.6 4.6 3.6 2.6
% DIFFERENCE -52.6% -52.6% -32.1% -35.0%

1990 TO 2013

As noted in the past 10 annual DUI-MIS reports, a similar overall decline is evident in the 1-year
reoffense rates for the second offender group, as displayed in Figure 6 and Table 11a, with the
greatest rate of decline occurring during the years from 1993 to 1996. Table 11a shows that, from
1990 to 2013, the reoffense rates also decreased 52.6% among second offenders. This is identical
to the 52.6% decrease among first DUI offenders across the same time period. The reoffense rates
of second offenders remain higher than those of first offenders across all years. Previous DUI-
MIS reports suggested that, while many factors may be associated with the overall decline in DUI
incidents for both first and second offenders, the reduction may largely be attributed to the
implementation of APS suspensions in 1990. An evaluation (Rogers, 1997) of the California APS
Law documents recidivism reductions of up to 21.1% for first offenders and 19.5% for repeat
offenders, attributable to the law.

The 1-year subsequent crash rates for both first and second offenders were also compiled from
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previous and current DUI-MIS evaluations and graphically displayed over time. Figure 7 shows